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Art Unit: 2617 

DETAILED ACTION 

The Art Unit location of your application in the USPTO has changed. To aid in 
correlating any papers for this application, all further conrespondence regarding this 
application should be directed to Art Unit 2617. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 6-9, 14-16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Swale et al (5,822,411) in view of Granberg (6,195,543). 

Consider claiins 1, 9. Swale teaches a system for providing call charge 
information in a telecommunication link between a calling subscriber (party A, fig. 3) and 
a called subscriber (party B, fig. 3), comprising a first terminal connected to a first local 
telecommunication exchange (party A connects to LEC A, fig. 3); and a second terminal 
connected to a second local telecommunication exchange (party B connects to LEC B, 
fig. 3), wherein call charges arising for the telecommunication link are determined in the 
first telecommunication exchange and corresponding call charge information is sent as 
message to the second telecommunication exchange such that the call charge 
information is configured for use in real time while the telecommunication link is in 
existence (col. 5, In. 28 to col. 6, In. 40; figs. 2-3). Swale further teaches: Steps 154, 
156: exchange A responds to the acceptance by instructing exchange B to set up its 



Application/Control Number: 10/050,034 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2617 

own Call Detail Record for the call, naming party B as the calling party: this signal n.e.. 
the instructing signal from exchange AT will contain the necessary number charge band 
and timing details as exchange B will not previously have recorded such information . 
Exchange B then reacts by creating the Call Detail Record in its own store 13. 
( Alternatively, if the network is set up to permit an exchange to create charges for other 
exchanges, exchange A could set up the new record, as in the case of FIG. 2 ). 
Exchange B only stores the CDR in its own storage 13. However, the charge band is 
sent from exchange A, as indicated in the cited portion above. The charge band reads 
on the AoC. However, in order to make the record clear, Granberg is cited below. 

Granberg teaches the use of the well-known Advice of Charge (AoC, column(s) 
3, line(s) 35 through column(s) 4, line(s) 15) for the purpose of providing AoC service 
efficiently to mobile subscribers (column(s) 3, line(s) 29-34). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Granberg into the teachings of 
Swale for the purpose mentioned above. 

Consider claims 6, 14. Swale further teaches the call charge information sent 
creates a call charge account for the called subscriber in real time (col. 5, In. 65-67). 

Consider claims 7, 1 5. Swale further teaches the call charge information sent 
detennines a threshold value with respect to an upper limit for the call charges to be 
taken over by the called subscriber (fig. 3, col. 5, In. 41 to col. 6, In. 20). 
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Consider claims 8, 16. Swale further teaches the call charge information sent 
indicates the call charges on a display device of the second terminal, while the 
telecommunication link is in existence (col. 8, In. 26-34). 

3. Claims 2-3, 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Swale et al (5,822,41 1 ) in view of Granberg (6,195,543) as applied to claims 1 , 6- 
9, 14-16 above, and further in view of Lampola (6,668,052), 

Consider claims 2, 10.* Swale teaches that the call charge infonnation is sent to 
the second telecommunication exchange (column(s) 6, line(s) 40 to column(s) 7, line(s) 
35). However, Swale does not teach that the call charge information is sent to the 
second telecommunication exchange as APM ISUP message to utilize services and 
service attributes. 

Lampola teaches the use of APM ISUP message in conjunction with call setup 
from the first exchange to the second exchange (col. 5, In. 62 to col. 6, In. 7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Lampola into the teachings of 
Swale in order to provide a new type of method and system for signaling used for call 
setup that enable cooperation between different type of networks in a manner 
transparent to the user, so that the user will perceive it as consistent cooperation 
regardless of the system to which the terminal equipment is connected. 

Consider claims 3, 1 1 . Lampola further teaches the content of the APM ISUP 
message is determined by APPs (col. 5, In. 62 to col, 6, In. 7). 
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4. Claims 4-5, 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Swale et al (5,822,41 1 ) in view of Granberg (6,195,543) and Lampola (6,668,052) 
as applied to claims 1-3, 9-1 1 above, and further in view of Fabritius et al (6,345,182). 

Consider claims 4-5, 12-13. Lampola further teaches the APPs comprise an 
application-independent part that includes infonnation on the APM ISUP message (col. 

5, In. 62 to col. 6, In. 7). However, Lampola does not teach that the APPs comprise an 
application-dependent part that includes infonnation on call charge infonnation. 

Fabritius teaches the APPs comprise an application-dependent part that includes 
infonnation on call charge infonnation (col. 6, In. 14-26). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Fabritius into the teachings of 
Swale in view of Granberg and Lampola in order to provide method and system for the 
communication of tariff Information from an external charge detennination point to a 
mobile switching centre acting as charging point for a called mobile tenninal, depending 
upon the classification of the call. 

Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments filed 4/25/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues, "...a Call Detail Record cannot be used for providing call 
charge Information In real time or for offering the called subscriber features such 
as Advice of Charge." Applicant proceeds to argue, "Swale falls to disclose any 
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real time features offered to the called subscriber (B-party), as required by the 
claimed Invention." 

In response to Applicant's arguments, the examiner respectfully disagrees. As 
explained in the rejection for claims 1 and 9, "Swale further teaches: Steps 154, 156: 
exchange A responds to the acceptance by instructing exchange B to set up Its own 
Call Detail Record for the call, naming party B as the calling party: this signal [i.e.. the 
instructing signal from exchange A1 will contain the necessary number charge band and 
timing details as exchange B will not previously have recorded such information . 
Exchange B then reacts by creating the Call Detail Record in its own store 13. 
( Alternatively, if the network is set up to permit an exchange to create charges for other 
exchanges, exchange A could set up the new record, as in the case of FIG. 2 ). 
Exchange B only stores the CDR in its own storage 13. However, the charge band is 
sent from exchange A, as indicated in the cited portion above. The charge band reads 
on the AoC. However, in order to make the record clear, Granberg is cited below." The 
examiner is asserting that the instruction signal from exchange A to exchange B 
contains the necessary information to create the Call Detail Record, which information 
comprises of the necessary number, charge band, and timing details (this is the call 
charge information sent as messages). This charge band information clearly reads on 
"call charge information" as cited in the claims, and this information is sent to the 
second exchange, as also recited in the claims. Therefore, the call detail record is 
created based on this call charge infomiation sent from the first exchange to the 
second. The examiner clearly shows in the Swale reference, that call charge information 
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(i.e. the necessary number, charge band, and timing details) is sent as a message to 
the second exchange in real time (which is clear from the Swale reference since it 
happens while the call is in existence, i.e. real time, which shows the real time 
information offered to the called subscriber, as argues by the Applicant). It is also 
believed that this charge band reads on the advice of charge (AoC), although to further 
clarify the rejection the secondary reference Granberg was used to teach this well- 
known feature of AoC. 

Applicant further argues, "Also, there is no disclosure of the determination 
of threshold values, which are compared to an upper limit for the call charges to 
be taken over by the called party." 

In response to Applicant's arguments, the examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Dependent claims 7 and 15 recite these limitations as follow, "...call charge information 
sent determines a threshold value with respect to an upper limit for the call charges to 
be taken over by the called subscriber." The examiner cited fig. 3, col. 5, In. 41 to col. 6, 
In. 20, which it is shown in column 5 lines 54-59, the call charge information (i.e. the 
charge band), which is sent to the called subscriber, is determining the threshold for call 
charges to be taken over by the called subscriber. For example, the call charge 
information sent has the charge band, or rate of 15 pence per minute. This rate is the 
threshold with respect to the upper limit (in this example it is 15 pence per minute) for 
the called subscriber to determining whether or not to accept taking over the call 
charges. 
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Applicant further argues, "Since Swale only discloses using Call Detail 
records, which are generated at the end of a call, Applicant's respectfully 
disagree with the Examiner's assertion that the charge band reads on the AoC 
parameters in Granberg." 

In response to Applicant's arguments, the examiner respectfully disagrees. In the 
previous rejection the examiner asserted that from the Swale reference the charge band 
clearly read on the AoC, but then continued to explain that to clarify the rejection 
Granberg was used to show that the limitation of the AoC parameters would have been 
an obvious variation. The Granberg reference clearly teaches the use of advice of 
charge (AoC) services in a telecommunications charging system such as the one taught 
by Swale. As shown in the rejection, the AoC in Granberg makes the services provided 
more efficient, thus being a desirable modification (motivation from column 3 lines 29-34 
of Granberg). 

Applicant further argues, "...Nor is there any disclosure of a subscriber 
credit limit supervision, as required by the claimed invention." 

In response to Applicant's arguments, the examiner respectfully disagrees. The 
claimed invention does not specifically require subscriber credit limit supervision since 
the claims recite the limitation as follows, "...service attributes including at least one of 
advice of charge and subscriber credit limit supervision. . ." It is clear from the wording of 
this limitation that the service attribute can be either an advice of charge or the 
subscriber credit limit supervision, and as explained earlier the advice of charge (AoC) 
has been shown. 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action Is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael T. Thier whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2832. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, George Eng can be reached on (571 ) 272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomriatlon for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Michael T Thier 
Examiner 
Art Unit 261 7 
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